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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other connments: Applicants argued that "derivatives" is not indefinite, but agreed to 
entertain idea of taking out the word in the interest of clarity. Issues regarding wording of 102 clainns discussed and 
clarified Applicants argued that Ng was not enconnpassed by their claims and that fluorinated groups were excluded in 
their invention though claim 9 clearly shows fluorinated end groups as being within the scope of applicants' invention. 
Applicants were informed that Ng appeared to be the closest prior art for the case of unexpected results. Applicants 
mentioned they may consider directing the invention exclusively to "hydrocarbon substitued" instead of the current 
claimed limitations. 



3 



